DRAFT 2-May-14

Revised FS Chemical of Concern (COC) Issue 2.2. Draft Action Items for 27-Feb-14 Meeting.

Meeting Action Items

B»HH-RA#able—Li—that—éd—N@Lm&ke—rt—th%eegh—te—EPA—s—G@@hst [leen EPA has updated their
COC table, the LWG considers this step done. Additional EPA PRG table revisions were provided
on 12-Apr-14.]

3. ehnTto i 5 cheld RE e ecHr-BERAto

detemqme—whetheH:WG—ag#ees—Mt-h—aJd-Fm—as—a—GQG [Thls review complete LWG does not
agree that Aldrinis a COC ]

dat-a—rs—aw-l-ab#e— [No mlssmg background values were found ]
7. EPA will develop and provide information on the additional background methods that may be
used in the revised FS at least two weeks before 27 June 2014.

prowded I|st ofoutstandlng issues on 23- Apr 14.]
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Revised FS Preliminary Remediation Goals (PRG) Issue 2.3. Draft Action Items for 4-Mar-14 Meeting.!

Meeting Action Items: (These were not discussed at the end of the meeting due to lack of time, but
were mentioned during the course of the meeting)
EPA will correct Arsenic cancer beach PRG cut and paste error.

1.

; o : [Through further
dlscussmns EPA has removed the DDx PRGs reIated to osprey egg LOE dietary dose for hooded
merganser LOE, and dietary dose for belted kingfisher LOE. The status of the osprey and bald
eagle dietary dose PRGs for PeCDF and total DDx appears to be that EPA is still considering
those]

O DA’ \/] DR

m#ermat—ren—mﬂ[—be—d&eessed—m—l&Mar—%#meet—mg— [These items were discussed at the 27-
Mar-14 meeting.]

FS Revision Process Matrlx Outstandlng PRG Actlon Items:

meeting: [Done prowded on 12 Apr 14] The EPA write-up will be prowded W|th the Section 2
write-up at a later date (Updated per 4/7/2014 email from Kristine Koch)

LWG prowded outstandlng PRG issues Ilst on 23 Apr 14 ]

Ytems completed are indicated with strikeout.
Do Not Quote or Cite — Preliminary Discussion Draft — May Contain Errors — Restricted Distribution. The comments
or changes (including redlines) on this document may not reflect LWG positions or the final resolution of EPA

comments.



DRAFT 2-May-14

Revised FS Remedial Action Levels (RALs) Issue 3.3. Draft Action Items for 13-Mar-14 Meeting.’

Meeting Action Items and Resolutions:

to-takeplace-on18-Mar-14asneeded. [Additional discussions completed at 18-Mar-14
meeting.]

The level of incorporation and integration of the DDx RALs into the revised FS various analyses
and presentations will be discussed further at an upcoming meeting.

EPA will provide LWG with the SDU and SMA shapefiles and supporting information.
Resolution: EPA will present D/F TEQ as the required RALs in the revised FS. The revised text will
explain that PCDF levels are used in mapping and other analyses as a close approximation of
TEQ RALs for logistical reasons. EPA indicated this should be discussed as part of SMAs since
SMAs are defined by RALs. (Updated per 4/7/2014 email from Kristine Koch)

TEQ PRG to be discussed again at an upcoming meeting. [This item was not discussed at the 18-
Mar-14 or 27-Mar-14 meetings.] EPA indicated this is a RAL issue instead of a PRG issue.
(Updated per 4/7/2014 email from Kristine Koch)
ERAto-provide-an-updated-RPRGist-by-14-Mar-14. [EPA provided updated list on date noted.
Additional revisions provided on 12-Apr-14.]

The level of incorporation and integration of the BaPEq RALs in the navigation channel into the
revised FS various analyses and presentations will be discussed further at an upcoming
meeting.] EPA indicated this should be discussed as part of SMAs since SMAs are defined by
RALs. (Updated per 4/7/2014 email from Kristine Koch)

FS Revision Process Matrix Qutstanding RAL Action Items: None.
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Revised FS COC and PRGs Second Meeting - Issues 2.2 and 2.3. Draft Action Items for 18-Mar-14 and
27-Mar-14 Meetings.!
18-Mar-14 Meeting Action Items and Resolutions:

1. Resolution: It was agreed that EPA would move the PCB PRG of 64 ppb under RAO 5 to RAO 6.
This is because the PRG is bioaccumulation related and RAO 6 pertains to bioaccumulation risks.
Per 4/4/4014 email from Kristine Koch, EPA did not agree to this. [EPA changed the value to 126
ppb in 12-Apr-14 version, which LWG reviewed and determined was still an outstanding issue
(i.e., the derivation of the new PRG is unclear.)]

2 A ; F - [EPA provided new values
in 12-Apr-14 version. LWG reviewed the new version and determined a conflict between the
EPA’s COC list and the doxm/furan TEQ PRG.]

3. ; F

4,

[EPA changed thls vaIue to 12 ppb in the 12- Apr 14 version, and LWG has no objectlons at thls
time to this value (| e., informal non- b|nd|ng) ]

5. Resolution:

RAG—Z—pert—m-ns—te—bwaeeu-me#at—ren [Done in12- Apr 14 version. LWG reV|ewed the new version

and confirmed that the water PRGs were moved, but still does not agree fully on the list of PRGs
presented as detailed in the outstanding PRG issues list.]

6. , — . . [EPA
changed this value in 12-Apr-14 version. LWG reviewed this version and found discrepancies
between the value in the table and the value noted in EPA’s email. This value still needs
confirmation ]

7.

8. A am ....l-- RAO 1 DD nd v DA
mth—amuadd-rtrenal-qﬁestrens—en—t-hts—P-RG— [The LWG reV|ewed the 12 Apr 14 PRG table This
PRG was developed for subsistence fish consumption, which wasn't evaluated in the BHHRA.
Per LWG PRGs outstanding issues list, PRGs should be presented only for those chemicals found
to pose risk in the risk assessments ]

9.

[Superseded by 27- Mar 14 action item.]

10. ERPA-to-previde-anynew-guestionsabout-CBRAs and-opinion-onwhetherany-changesare

needed-to-CBRAsforFSpurpeses. [EPA provided updated CBRAs on 4-Apr-14.]
11. EPA/LWG will work together to increase the detail of the CBRA description in the revised FS.

12. EPA and LWG need to discuss after any CBRAs are complete how benthic PRGs can be made
consistent with the CBRA approach. [LWG reviewed 12-Apr-14 PRGs table for this issue. This
was discussed on 24-Apr-14, but LWG and EPA disagreed on the appropriate benthic PRGs.]

27-Mar-14 Meeting Action Items and Resolutions on PRGs:

1. EPA to check whether draft FS capping evaluation still OK for revised FS purposes (i.e.,
determine whether new water PRGs need to be added to this analysis or not). EPA indicated
capping evaluation is not a PRG issue. This will be done in screening of alternatives in section 3
and evaluation of alternatives in Section 4. (Updated per 4/4/2014 email from Kristine Koch)
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2.
heaJ-t-h-) [EPA's 12- Apr 14 version of PRGs table added th|s column The LWG reV|ewed this
cqumn and had no issues stated in the outstanding PRGs list of 23-Apr-14.]
R—AQ—)— [No changes made in EPA’s 12 Apr 14 version of PRGs table LWG reV|ewed the table and
contlnues to dlsagree that “source” PRGs should be presented. ]

4,

dene—pee4;‘4ﬂ@%4—er%4—ﬁrem—l@rst~me4(eeh—[€hange made in EPA's 12 Apr 14 PRGs table ]

5. EPAwill provide updated PRG/COCtablestoLWG including additional description of the PRG
spatial scales. [Updated PRG/COC tables provided on 12-Apr-14. New spatial scales were
prowded on 18 Apr 14, whlch LWG is currently reviewing.]

6. o
a&neeessaw%eeaet%ﬁems#em%%pe%meetmgregardmg&mﬂa%eﬂe& [Thls item was
superseded by EPA's new spatlal scales on 18 -Apr-14, which LWG is currently reviewing.]
eeeu#ed—d-u-emg—t—he%—teehmeal—meet—mg LWG reV|ewed EPA’s 12- Apr 14 COCs and PRGs
tables and WI|| prowde a list of outstandlng |tems on 23 -Apr-14.

8. i

PRG- [LWG is rewewed EPA’s 12- Apr 14 PRG table for th|s issue. See outstandmg list of issues
from LWG on 23-Apr-14.]

FS Revision Process Matrix OQutstanding PRG Action Items: See previous sheets on COCs and PRGs.
Revised FS SDU Meeting - Issues 3.2. Draft Action Items for 27-Mar-14 Meeting."

27-Mar-14 Meeting Action Items and Resolutions on PRGs:

1. EPA to consider whether any additional information is needed to make decisions about SMA
changes for the revised FS and inform LWG of those information needs. EPA indicated that SMA
decisions have no bearings on SDUs, this is a 3.8 issue. (Updated per 4/4/2014 email from
Kristine Koch). Spatial application of PRGs to SMA post-cleanup areas could affect SDU analysis
(e.g., effectiveness). To be discussed at a later date.

2. EPA to complete SDU analysis, which is expected to include evaluation of risk reduction.

3. ERPA-willprovide-a-copy-ofthe SBUpresentationto-LWG. [Presentation provided on 28-Mar-14.]

FS Revision Process Matrix Outstanding SDU Analysis Action Items: None.
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Revised FS Technology Application, TZW areas, and SMAs - Issues 2.4 through 2.8, 3.7, and 3.8. Draft
Action Items for 01-Apr-14 Meeting.’

1. EP-A—p%eweIe—sheles—ef—t—h&r—p;esem-at-ren [EPA prowded presentatlon on 1-Apr-14. ]

FS Revision Process Matrix Outstanding Technology, TZW, or SMA Action Items:
1. Decision regarding final shapes of SMAs for revised FS to be discussed on May 8.

Technology Screening Second Meeting — Issues 2.8. Draft Action Items for 24-Apr-14 Meeting.

ehanges—dﬁeussed—m—t-he—mee%mg [Done Prowded on 2 I\/Iay 14]

2. bWG-toprovide-GiSlayerforadditional-structurerestrictionsteo-ERA. [Done. Provided on 29-
Apr-14.]

3. LWG provide any available information on cobble, hardpan, bed rock criteria.

4. LWG provide an assessment of “constructability step” of the technology evaluation (i.e., what
are the common themes or rules that LWG would suggest for this).

FS Revision Process Matrix Outstanding Technology, TZW, or SMA Action Items: None.
1. None.
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Principal Threat Waste and Spatial Scales — Issues 3.5 and 2.3 Draft Action Items for 15-Apr-14
Meeting."

1. Conduct later discussion of PTW evaluation steps.
EPA-provide-PRG-spatial-scales{buletlist}foreach-RAO. [EPA provided this on 18-Apr-14.
Done.]

3. LWG provide some suggestions on replacement values for various FS analysis.

4. LWG consider and propose methodologies for the residual risk analysis concept for revised FS.

g

FS Revision Process Matrix Outstanding Technology, TZW, or SMA Action Items: None.
2. LWG review EPA PTW memo and presentation and provide feedback to EPA.
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